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brad petrasek
421 parkwynne rd
lancaster, pa 17601

April 25, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that al) new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actualiy build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
rew homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to look thraough.

I am very concerped that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between scurces like phone caompanies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

T understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access cur personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

hrad petrasek
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Branden McIntyre
51 Sugar Ln
Newtown, <t 06470

April 25, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell.

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Interret communication services be
required to have buirlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilllance. The FBI 1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Jaw enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢ollect 1information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to ac<cess our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not heen successful and
only c¢reated a rich opportumity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolagies should have built-in
wWiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Branden McIntyre
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Tim Flowers
3007-G Cottage PI
Greenshoro, NC 27455

April 25, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Poweli:

#is a concerned individual, T am writing to ewpress my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—-in wiretapping access,

I de not believe this requirement 1s necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to ailow
the FBI to conduct surveillance The FBI 1s going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government gavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between saurces 1ike phane companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 agygressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process tg alter that careful balance,

I understand that by regquiring a master key to our perscnal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdcor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestiaon of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicatien technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Tim W Flowers
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James & Hunsaker TV
602 E Jeffersan St
Washington, IA 52353

April 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell]
Federal Communicatiaons Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC ¢hairman Powell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Bepartment of Justice 5 reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe thys requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the eguivalent of the government regquiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraough.

I am very concerned that this reouirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources like phane companies and data
sources 1ike e-mai1t. The FBIy¢ks agoressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves i.% or
even rogue government agents 1¢% ta access oaur personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of 1:%backdoariék access have not been successful
and only created a rich opportumity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you Yo oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department aof
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

1 lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

James A Hunsaker IV
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gene Littlejohn
10547 Decker
St. louis, MO 63114

Bpril 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communic¢ations Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20554

FCC ¢hairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justrce s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt-1n wiretapping access.

As a systems/network admin, I will say this {this goes for my home and work
network.) There will be no "holes” allowd. They will have to rip the
gateway/firewall from my bloody I1feless corps if they want 1t.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary., Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the fBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jlook through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVEN rOQuE government agents Lo access our personal communications, Past
vffurts tu pruvide this surt of  backdour access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once agaln, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggesticon of the Department of
Justice that aur new Internet communi<ation technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Cene Littlejohn
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David E1lis
116 Prospect St, PO Box 24
Hinsdale, NH 03451

April 26, 2004

FCC Chailrman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Paowell

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surverllance. The FBI 1s going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araound
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the eqguivalent of the government requiring atl
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to iook through.

1 am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources tike e-mail. The FBI s aggrescive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

By requiring a master key to our personal communications, the government isg
creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or even rogue
government agents to access our persanal communications. Past efforts to
provide this sort af backdoor a<cess have not heen successful and only
¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the danderous suaggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

David Ell1s
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melanie Beuth
PO Box 233
McGrann., PA 16236

April 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Strest SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Poweil:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do rot believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveirllance The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build 1ts systems araund
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new hemes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to iook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Llawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge yeou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Melanie Beuth
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Chricstine Corrado
285 Woodbine Circle
New Providence, New Jersey 07974

April 26, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-an wiretapping access

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilllance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to Taok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress., Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e—mai The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potentral for hackers and thieves or
even rogque gocvernment agents to accuess our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have hot been successful and
only <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Christine Corrado
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Paul Ronco
PO Box 7515
Fredericksburg, VA 22404

April 28, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federa! Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s reguest that all new Intermet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do nat believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding Yaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The BT is geing far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the eguivalent of the government requiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation bhetween sources lTike phone companies and data
sources Jike e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
goverprment 1s <reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to ac¢ess our persanal cammunicationhs. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technglogies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincereiy,

Paul Ronco



Wed 28 Apr 2004 07 10 51 AM EDT P 7

kelly Campion-Soco)l
155 York Road
Fairfield, CT 08829

April 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 209554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveilliance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to farce the industry to actually buirld 1ts systems around
government eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
rew homes be built with a peephcole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personpal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I lock forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kelly Campion-Socal, Adam Socol, Paige Socol
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Jonn Cathcart
2516 Craossing Circle Apt A103
Traverse City, HMI 43684

April 27, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae]l Powell
Federal Communications Commission
449 12th Street SW

Washington, BC 209554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my appasition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Llongstanding lTaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping., It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with a peephole for Taw enforcement to took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢allect information between sources like phone companies and data
scurces 1ike e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persconal caommuni<ations. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look farward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

John Cathcart
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Jeff Akerlund
5434 McBryde Ave
Richmond, CA 34805

April 27, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street Sw

Washington, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As @ concerned individual, I am writing Yo express my opposition to the
Department of Justice 5 request that all new Internet communication services be
required ta have burlt-in wiretapping access.

Is is wise to make structural changes to the Internet to ease "Big Brother’s"”
monitoring of U.S. residents? Even assuming the purest of matives on the part
of the current F.B I. and D.0.JT., these structural changes will remain 1n place
for years and will he open to ahuse by subseguent administrations. If the
F.B.I. ar D.0.7. finds wiretapping too easy 1t invites overuse and the abuse
of innocent citizens. In the last 60 years such abuses of wiretapping

authority were common enhough even withaout legally mandated " electronic
peepholes”.For instance, J..£. Hoover’s bugging of Martin Luther King during
the civil rights moment or R.M. Nixon’s political bugging of the opposition
party.

Furthermore the defimition of "terrorist acts” requiring governmental
wiretapping has historically been very flexible: see union

organizers, McCarthysim, Vietnam War protesters, and civil rights protesters.
Are any of these instances now seen as justifiable or reasanable even in the
cantext of their times? Yet this proposal would lower the effort required for
wiretapping abuse st111 further by engineering 1t 1ntao the modern eguivalent of
the telephone. the Internet. The old Eastern Bloc would have loved to engineer
all their telephones 1n this way and the U.S. would have pointed to that as
proof of gur system’s superigrity.Have we fallen so far so quickly as to become
our ald enemy out of fear?

I do not believe thys reguirement 1S necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies te allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It 15 the eguivalent of the government requiring all
nhew homes be bullt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources J1ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to aiter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestian of the bepartment of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I iook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.
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Tnvcerely .

Jeff akerlund
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Christy Edwards
2108 Baynard Blvd. # 3
wWilmington, DE 18802

Adpril 27, 2004

FCC Chajrman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do net believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Froviders and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance, The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations., set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone campanies and data
sources Jike e-mail, The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have nat been successful and
gnly created a rich oppartunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing yeur thoughts on this matter. Thank you.

Sincerely,

Christy Edwards
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0ally Cimaga
5416 ltuge Court
Murfreeshero, TN 37129

April 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Paowell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required ta have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet teiephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveiliance. This suggestion is going far beyond these
existing powers by trying to force the industry tc actually build 1ts systems
around government eavesdropping. 1t is the eguivalent of the government
requiring ail new homes be buillt with a peephole for law enforcement to look
through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informaticn between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FEI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cocmmunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers, thieves, and
terrorists or even rogue government agents to access our persanal
communications Past efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have
not been successful and anly ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangergus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Polly S Simans
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April 26, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department af Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI 15 going far beyend these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government reguiring al)
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
wauld bypass the leaqislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is <¢reating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich opportunmity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to gppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that sur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bryson
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Michael seidler
6207 E. Earil Driyve

Scottsdale, AZ 85251

April 21, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have hurlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not beljeve thi1s reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build 1ts systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cgngress, lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an c¢ollect information between sources tike phone companies and data
sgurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportumity for hackers.

Once again, I urae you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolongies shauld have buitt-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Michael Seidler
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Lind & ranre
201 NE 16th Place, Unit 103
Ft {auderdale, FL 33305

April 24, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned indvvidugl, I am writing to express my oppositian to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguited to have burlt-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these ewisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to leok through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can caollect information between sources like phone companies and data
cources like e-mail The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to aceess our persanal cammunicatiaons. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts con this matter.

Sincerely,

James R. Brooks
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patrick Ctanfill
4919 Meadowhrook Dr
Fort Worth, TX 76103

April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel)l:

As a <oncerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 1s necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gaovernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be burlt with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to laook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail., The FBI s adgressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to after that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access cur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

¢nce again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Patrick Gene Stanfi11]
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April 25, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell,

As a cancerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that al} new Internet communication services he
required tao have buirlt-in wiretapping access.

As a person who has worked in the computer security field I do not believe this
requirement is necessary. Furthermore, the addition of back-doors to our
nations telecommunications infrustructure not only weakens its defensibility,
but also opens the system up for abuse.

Longstanding laws already reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet
telephone companies to allaw the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going
far beyond these existing powers by trying to force the industry to actually
build its systems around gevernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the
government reguiring all new homes be built with a peephele for law enforcement
to Took through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EvYENn rogue goverpment agents to access our persaonal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to appose the dangerous suggestion of.the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technalogies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts con this matter.

Sincerely.,

Al1 Saidi
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April 20, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 205594

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
DCepartment of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have burlt—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone ¢ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect 1nformation between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to aoppose the dangerous sugeestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Heather W. Lockiear
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foril 23, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppasition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet cammunication services be
reqguired to have burlt-1n wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these exjsting
powers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems argund
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concarned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress, Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
scurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to aur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thisves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only c<reated a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous sucgestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I losk forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jame Halik
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April 2%, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet cammunicatien services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to ferce the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the gaovernment reguiring all
new homes be bui1lt with a peephole for Yaw enforcement to Took through.

I am very <oncerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone <ompanies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the Tegisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
gven rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
onty created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

J1111an Bailey
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April 21, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Wwashington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powel]l:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the eguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be bu1lt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

1 am very concerned that this requirement represents an end—run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal cammunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts te provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangeraus suggestian aof the Oepartment of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Regards

Teffrey Keidel
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April 21, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned 1ndividual, I am writing to express my gpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going Far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatiorn between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources li1ke e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government 1s creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our persgnal communications. pPast
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportumity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Stephannie Guttman
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April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing tc express my cpposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required te have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws aiready
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the 1ndustry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 1s the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephale for law enforcement to Jook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-ma1l. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Fast
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
enly created a rich opportunmity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Steve Rosen
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Aoril 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Caommission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 205%4

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers hy trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government regquiring ali
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reaquiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents to access our perscnal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vyou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,
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April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissicn
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am writing to express my oppesition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication servic¢es be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. iongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to alliow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry fo actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-=run around
Congress Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real notentyal for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our perscnal cammunications. Past
effaorts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggesticn of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sandra J Simmons
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April 16, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It 15 the equivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
congress, lLawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infcrmaticn between sources 1i1ke phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers

once again, I urge vou to oppose the danderous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretappinag.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Angela Clough
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April 168, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Pawell
fFederal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingten, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
bDepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping It 15 the equivalent af the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ccollect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents  to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this saort of backdoor access have not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Laren Lichty



